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AN EPISTLE, 

TO THE REV. LEMUEL MAYNES, 
Gontaining a brief Reply to his Sermon delivered at 
West Rutland, June, 1805, designed to refute 
the doctrine of Universal Salvation. 





BY HOSEA BALLOT, 
PREACHER OF THAT MUCH DESPISED GOSPEL. 





“IF they have called the master of the house Beelze- 
bub, how much more shall they call them of his house- 
hold.’—J&suS CHRIST. 

BARNARD, Apri 22d 1806. 

Nev. Sir,—The design of this epistle is to inform you 
and the public, how I viewed your conduct, at the time 
vou delivered the sermon, to which J now reply; and 
what | think concerning said sermon, and its general 
eomplexion. Asto your conduct, when] was with you, 
in your desk, | must say, (as many of your own parish 
and others have said) it was the most unchristian-like 
behaviour | ever saw in one who professed to preach 
thrist and bis ealvation. 

The sermon. which I delivered at that time, in your 
hearing, was aniformly like its subject, which is love ; 
cee 1 Jobn iv. 19,11. The main doctrine contended 
for, was the great love wherewith God loved us, while 
we were aliens from bia by wicked works; the exhibi- 
tion of that love through Christ, and the propriety of 
eur loving one another, as a rational duty arising from 
the manifestuiion of God’s love to us. 
fr, you heard nothing spoken corcosively against any 
Hame, or denomination ofprofessors. You, your parish- 
joners, and genilemen from other towns, who were pre- 
seut, must bear me record, that [ treated my subject 
fairly, and my hearers with respect. Think, then, how 
creat was my astonishment, and the confusion of the 
le on hearing the discourse whic! 


heen On O1 ! 
the A discourse, fraught with low cun- 


ejose of mime. 


ng and spivefed satire, and delivered with an aspect 
perfectly suited to the subject. ft was co extraordina- 
ry for its indecency, | greatly marvelled that there was | 


single indisidual in the world, who professed the reii- 


gion of the meck and lowly Saviour, that could be guil-, 


fy of such an infringement on the principles of the 
nileman, 

Your discourse, sir, has since fallen into my hands, 
fhrouvh the medium of the press ; which is a second 


, 1 
tlristan and the g 


n-{onishment to me, as well as to others who first heard | 


it; why you should be willing to appear in print, as 
you do; und must uppear to every camiid mind, who 
reads your sermon, more than | cap account for. 

it somethues happens, among men, that those of re- 
spectability, who, generally speaking, walk uprightly as 
int fo walk, may, on some certain occasion, 

usclves indecorous, by speaking unadvisedly 

But it is a rare instance indeed, and 
wight hope never would happen, for a 
good man delberately to persist in such glaring abuse 
as appears io the sermon alluded to. 

You tay, at the clore of your discourse, that, as you 
have confined yourself wholly to the character of satan, 
you trust no one wiilicel personally injured, &c. You 
may depend, sir, that | do not view the injury as done 
to myself, though every person of discernment most see 
that your design was personal, ‘The injury done by 
your sermon is of that nature which ought to cause all 
good men serious reflection. For a man, who has re- 
eeived public and solemn ordination to the pastoral care 
and charge of a parish, who ought to be a pattern of 
piety and good works, a pattern of meekness and ehar- 
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ity, who ought to be tender-hearted and pitiful, having | 


eompassion on those whom he views to be ignorant and 
out of the way, to treat another who professes to be- 
lievé in, and worship the same God, hopes dor calvation 
by the same Saviour, who has received the above men- 
tioned solemn injunctions to feed the sheep und Jambs 
of Christ, and who, through grace, has been enabled to 
support a moral character, to the acceptance of his num- 


In this sermon, ! 


you delivered at} 
+ 


erous friends, with that unfriend’. ‘injudicious and un- 
chrisiian-Lke communication, ought to wound the feel- 
ings of all the friends of truti. ‘I be injury, sir, is done 
|to that cause, of which, you and 1, and every other pro- 
i fessor of religion, oncht always tobe careful. But as 
‘for myself, it is a smal, thing for me to be judged by 
men, or of men’s judgree>te. TuritiSmow begin my re- 
ply, : : 

On your litle pagé, you say, Untrersal Salvation is a 
very ancient doctrine, towbich I am agreed ; believing 
it to be as much older tham any ot yer doctrine, which 
‘opposes it, as traoth is older than the inventions and tra- 
| ditions of men: but you have made. a very capital mis- 
take, in describing the character ofiis author ; howev- 
er, it is the same mistake which has been made by many 
since the christian apostacy, which is, really mistaking 
the character of the devil for that of the Almighty.— 
This I wil] make appear, by an easy argument. 

The true character of God is that of universal good- 
ness, and that of the devil is evil im all its operations. 
Now, sir, if unirersal salration from all sin and misery 
be a natural production of an eri! principle, the natural 
production of a contrary primetple would be universal 
damnation in sin and misery. Butif salvation from sin 
be the work of God, it ought fot to be ascribed to the 
devil, because it is done universally. It would seem, 
that ideas of limited guodness, applied to the Deity, 
might possibly be borne with, by the enemies of Uni- 
versalism; but if a doctrine of unirersal goodness be 
exhibited, (he devi! of course must beils auihor! Noth- 
ing can be plainer than the mistake which divines have 
made in this matter. 

Agreeably to the above mistake, you go on and take 
your text from the words of the devil; and though | 
shall*be able to prove your discourse Inconsistent with 
itself, yet I do not think that harms it any, as to its 








| agreem ut with the spirit of him who first spoke the 
| words from which you preached, 
| Jought not to pase over your preface, without ob- 
| serving two particulars. 
| st. You say, **i bere is no greater folly, than fora 
| man fo express aziger and resentment because his reli- 
| gious sentiments are attacked.”> Did you mean this as 
jan acknowledgement for the sapeltens resentment 
which you manifested on the occasion which you em- 
| braced to discover to me, and others, your deadly hat- 
red of Universalism? If this be your meaning, you 
ought not to be excused for the neglect of particular 
application; if this be not your meaning, you are more 
unpardonable still. 

2d. You say, you had been repeatedly solicitedly to 
hear, and dispute with me, and had been charged with | 
dishones!y and cowardice for refusing. Did you do’ 
right, sir,; not to inform your readers who it was that. 
| thus solicited, and charged you with dishonesty 2 Did 
| you mean to intimate that | had done these indecent 


j things ? You know you have no reason to believe I | 
' 
} 
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ever saw you until the day you gave me al} the knowl- 
edge of yourself which I have ever obtained personally. 
If it were some of your own parish who thus charged 
you with dishonesly, it must have been some one who | 
knew your want of rectitude, or by whom you certainly | 
ought not to have consented to be influenced. Jf your: 
parish all have such implicit confidence ip you, that 
they would prefer scandal to themselves, rather than 
render you accountable for your random shots of slan- | 
der, you may possibly still go on with impunity. 

fin these remarks, my language is full severe; how- 
ever, | hope the reader will consider it within the bounds 
of faithful rebuke. 

There happened to he a liltle sentiment in your ser- 
‘mon, and that lille on a subject, in which I think, I 
have reason to believe the clergy are generally in the 
‘wrong. ‘This sentiment was one principal reason of my 
making this reply, as T have wanted to find an antago- 
nist on that point. 
| You say, on page 11th, “The death contained in the | 
| threatening was, doubtless, efernal death.” Will you 
.contend, that man died an eternal death in the day of 
ltranseression 2 Vf he «lid, he certainly has not been | 
| alive since; ne, nor will he ever be again. 
ihe did not di¢ an elernal death in the day of transgress- | 








If you say, | 


ion, you make out that what the serpent said, to the 
womah, was true. 

On page 10th, you say, “*This audacious wretch had 
the impudence to confront Omnipotence, and say, Ye 
shall not surely die.”” And why did you not add, that, 
notwithstanding bis impudence, he was in the right, ac- 
cording to erthodox divinity, and then quoted your 
authors ? 

Can any mortal be so blind as not to see, that if the 
Almighty threatened man with an e/ernal death in the 
day of his transgression, and a serpent told him, that 
would not be the case, and man sinned in violation of 
the prohibition, and still lived afterwards, the serpent 
was in the right, and the Creator in the wrong? How 
can you call the serpent an audacious wretch for speak- 
ing the truth? It surprises me, that a person, who pro- 
fesses to love God and hate the serpent, should take 
the pains that you do to prove the serpent’s word is 
more to be depended on than the Almighty’s. 

1 de not know but your readers, in general, may be 
confounded with the profundity of your argument on 
elernal death, and the serpent’s intention in his preach- 
ing ; truly there is something very curious in it. You 
goon, page 11, from the assertion, that efernal death 
was meant in the threatening, and argue, saying, ‘‘as 
nothing but this wouJd espress God’s feelings towards 
sin, or render an infinile atonement necessary.’ In 
order for you to be duly prepared to make these asser- 
tions, you ought at least to possess a complete know!l- 
edge of the whole nature of sin, cause and conseqnen- 
ces, and all the feelings (as your term is) of God to- 
wards it, and also the fullness of his wisdom and i:nowl- 
edge, or you could not, with any propriety, have Jimit- 
ed the Holy One of Israel to that one single point. 
You speak of an infinite atonement.» Wherever an 
atonement is necessary, it is to satisfy the dissatisfied ; 
and an infinite dissalisfaclion must exist, in order to 
require an infinile atonement, To say, that any being 
ip the universe ever was infinitely dissatisfied, and then 
to talk of the mode of satisfying such a being, wouJd, in 
my opinion, betray great inconsistency, and a large 
share of ignorance, or tomething worse. 

You argue further, on the same subject, saying, “*To 
suppose it to be spirifual death, is to blend crime and 
punishment together.’ This observation, it seems, you 
thought was sufficient argument to prove, that the death 
intended was not a spiritual death. But, before there 
can be any force in your reasoning, it must be made to 
appear, that the geath, which, according to the word of 
God, men actually died in the day of transgression, was 
the ministration of a penal law. If both scripture and 
reason fail you on this point, not only your argument, 
in this particular, will appear. groundless, but many 
other ideas, being connected with the error, must in- 
evitably fail. You must see to this, unless you think 
your readers are willing to take your word. 


You further say, ‘*To suppose femporal death to be 
the curse of the Jaw, then believers are not delivered 
from it according to Gal. iii. 13. Here your argument 
goes to prove, that there is such a thing as being deliv- 
ered from the death which man was to die in the day of 
transgression. If you mean, that this deliverance may 
be so affected, that those delivered never taste of that 
death, all the force of your argument is to prove the 
possibility of what the serpent said being true. If you 
mean to argue the possibility of a deliverance from that 
death, after man had partaken of it, by a resurrection, 
you deny the absolute efernify of the death. Go which 
way you will, sir, you are snared and taken in your own 
craftiness, 

You further say, ‘What satan meant to preach, was, 
that there is no hell, and that the wages of sin is not 
death, but eternal life.” Here | must say, you are pos- 
sessed of the most retentive memory of any person I 
ever heard of, or else you are the most extraordinary 
conjurer the earth has ever produced, Either you must 
have existed, in some sort of an aniaval, in the days of 
Adam, and have been conversant with the serpent, who, 
perhaps in confidenee, told you his whole plan and 
meaning, and, by the laws of transmigration, you have 
come tc be what yon now are, and retain all those thinge 
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still in perfect memory, or you must have made the dis- 
covery by conjuring. 

Perhaps you may say, I do not treat this subject with 
that christian candor which | contend for. To which I 
answer, | know of no way, to shew you and others, the 
glaring absurdities contained in your sermon, without 
making its author appear to disadvantage. 

When a professed minister of the gospel undertakes 
to tell what a serpent meant, who talked almost six 
thousand years ago, in order to make a certain doctrine 
appear ridiculous, against which, he is unable to bring 
any scripture evidence, he ought not to complain, if he 
sees his own ridicule justly falling on his own head. 

Did you, sir, ever meet with the idea, in any of the 
Universalian authors, that the wages of sin is efernal 
life? If you never did, do you believe that you ought 
to be looked uponas an honest man, when you endea- 
your to represent such an idea? Do you expect to be 
treated with that respect, to which the gentleman is en- 
titled, while you studiously represent the Devil asa 
Universal preacher, in order to stigmatize those with 
whom you dare not contend, on fair and open ground? | 
Will your low cufining support you long in the estima: | 
tion of enlightened people? Have you not already 
practised this mischief of misrepresentation to your! 
damage in your own parish? How far abroad do you 
wish to have yourself known to be a person whocanso | 
easily descend to unjust measures to carry a bad de- | 
sign into effect? 

Sir, | profess to believe and preach Universal Salva- | 
tion from all sin and moral death; and I giory in the 
belief and labor, notwithstanding all you and the rest | 
of the enemies of the doctrine have said, or can say.— | 
But I do not believe that the wages of sin is elernal; 
life ; I thank God that his gift, through Jesus Christ} 
our Lord, is even to those to whom sin has proved death; | 
to which truth, all God’s holy prophets have borne tes- 
timony. Jesus preached the same doctrine. The’ 
apostles were faithful in its propagation, and all real | 
christians and good men, in al! ages, have fervent! 
prayed for its accomplishment. All this, | am ready to 
prove, and I pledge myself to do it, whenever I may be | 
called on to that effect by a regular antagonist. Ihave, 
already published a érealise on atonement, in which | 
have inserted many arguments in favor of unirersal ho-!| 
liness and happiness, which I believe are unanswerable; | 
however, should any one attack that work and prove 
my arguments erroneous, I will disavow them to the 
public. 

On page 9th, you speak of the devil, as not being 
confined to Parish, State, or Continent, &c. By this, 
I suppose, you mean to stigmatize those, who, faithful to 
their Master’s command, *“*Go, ye, therefore, into all 
the world, and preach the gospel to every creature,” 
comply with the same, tothe utmost of their abilities. 
Ab! sir, do you consider how far your satire extends? 
Will you represent all those, who enter your parish to 
preach Christ and him crucified, to be the servants of 
the devil? Go on, then, and meet the certain conse- 
quences. 

Although I believe in the final salvation of all men, 
yet I as fully believe, that all unrighteousness of men 
will receive a due recompense of reward. And should 
you persist in your present line of conduct a little long- 
er, | do not think you will believe the coesequences of 
sin to be altogether in another world. 

On page 13th, inference 3d, you say, “See a reason 
why it ought to be rejected, because it is an ancient 
devilish doctrine.” You will not contend, that Univer- 
salism ought to be rejected merely because it is an an- 
eient doctrine? It is true, God preached it when he 
promised, that the seed of the woman should bruise the 
serpent’s head; be preached it, by the bow in the 
eloud, to Noah; he preached it by promise to Abraham, 
saying, ‘In thy seed,shall all nations of the earth be bles- 
sed ;” he preached it to Isaac and Jacob, by confirming 
the same promise to them; he preached it by the law 
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preached it by the mouth of all his holy prophets, who 
testified of the restitution of all things, through the glo- 
rious mediation of the promised Shiloh; But becaase it 
was preached so long ago, do you think it ought to be 
rejected? 

You say it is a devilish doctrine / Harsh, inconsider- 
ate expression ! Is that doctrine, which argues the de- 
struction of the devil and his works, a devilish doctrine? 
Is the doctrine, which argues universal reconciliation 
through Christ, a devilish doctrine? O, may God for- 
give you this folly, and lay not this sin to your charge ! 

Must | believe you ignorant of the testimony of scrip- 
ture in support of the two points above hinted?) Then 
read Heb. ii. 24, “Forasmuch then, as the children are 
partakers of flesh god blood, he also himself likewise 
took part of the same, that through death, he might de- 
stroy him that had the power of death, that is the deril.”’ 
Also, 1 John iii. 8, *“*For this purpose, the Son of God 
was manifested, that he might destroy the works of the 
devil.” By these quotations, it is plain, that the object 
of Christ, in his mission, was to destroy the devil and 
his works. See also Eph. i. 10, “That in the dispensa- 
tion of the fulness of times, be wight gather together in 
one all things in Chris!, both which are in heaven, and 
which are on earth, even in him.” Also Col. i. 20, 
‘**And (having made peace by the blood of his cross) by 
him to reconcile all things unto himself; by him, I say, 
whether they be things in earth, or things in heaten.” 
These, and a multitude of scriptures more, read plainly 
to prove thal true, which you are pleased to call a dev- 
ilish doctrine. 

Page 14, inference ‘7th, you say, “It is probable that 
the doctrine of Universal Salvation will stil! prevail, ’&c. 


To which | reply, ‘‘if this council, or this work, be of 


man, it will come to nought; but if it be of God, ve 
cannot overthrow it.” 

A few observations on that obscene poem, which you 
had the indecency not only to read in public, at the 
close of your sermon, but also to insert in your patu- 


y phlet, will not be deemed improper. The burden of 


this poem is to convey an idea that Universalists sup- 
pose all manuer of vile characters will be received to 
the enjoyment of everlasting beppiness, without being 
cleansed from moral deflement. I will uot pretend to 
say, that such characters as yourself may not have caus- 
ed some very whinformed persons to believe, that Uni- 
versalists held to such absurdities; but | do not believe 
you bave that idea yourself; aud why you should wish 
to deceive, you must be accountable. 

W hen Jesus said to the thief on the cross, **This day 
shalt thou be with me in paradise,”’ must we rationally 
infer, that Jesus meant there should be a thief with him 
hereafter in heaven? Yes, with as muvh propriety as 
you have indicated all you have by that poem. 

I close, with a word of adrice. 

Rey. Sir, lf you view me an enemy to mankind in 
general, and to yourself in particular, yet good advice 
can do you no harm ; but providing you profit by it, 
and practise accordingly, it will be just as good from me, 
as from any other person in the world. However, | can 
say, in the fear of God, that | am not an enemy to you, 
or to any other person. I sincerely wish al} men holli- 
ness of heart, and happiness in the same; and 1 can 
truly say, also, did I believe, that at last you would not 
find favour in the Lord, my soul waquld be filled with 
inexpressible sorrow! 1 not only wish you happiness 
in the world to come, but I wish you may enjey it here ; 
snd so conduct, as to live in good agreement with the 
people of your charge, and in good repute among your 
ycquaintance. Agreeably to this desire, sir, 1 give you 
the following advice: 

Cast off all your prejudice towards those denomina- 
tions who differ from you in sentiment, or opinion ;— 
treat them all as you are willing to be treated by them; 
never be so cruel as to misrepresent their tenets, in or- 
der to cause people to dislike them; be honest with all 
men; use no underhanded means to prosecute your de- 





“and figurative priesthood given to Israel by Moses; he 


signs; Jet all your conduct stand in the fair and open 
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sunshine of fruth. When your conscience dictates te 
defend your seutiments,™be caufious that you contend 
fairly and honorably, and treat your antagonist asa 
brother, and not with disrespect. Study humility, and 
by example, teach it to others, Search the scriptures 
impartially, aever endeavoring to cause them to bend 
to this or that system of divinity ; rather vield your 
tenets to the word of God, than endeavour to cause that 
imtautable word, wich cannot be broken, to bend ts 
your peculiarities of sentiment. 

If you see cause to enter farther info a correspon. 
dence with me, and answer this epistle, do be so good 
as to give me no occasion to use such severify as hes 
been necessary in this; which if you are careful to ob- 
serve, I will treat the subject of controversy with all 
the candor of which I am miaster; and, in every im- 
stance, will be, sir, your humble servant, for Christ's 
sake, HOSEA BALLOY, 
Rev. Lumven Harness. 
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REVELATION xzxii. 18, 19. 


“For I testify unto every man, that heareth the words 
of the prophecy of this book, if any man shall add 
unto these things, God shall add unto him the plagues 
that are written in this book. And if any man shai! 
take away from the words of the book of this prophe« 
cy, God shall take away his part out of the book of 
life, and out of the holy city, and from the thing: 
written in this book.” 


Those who believe in the doctrine of endless punish 
ment, consider this passage as one of their strong holds ; 
but from the following brief interpretation, it will be 
seen that it has no such signification. 

To add fo, or take from the book, signifies to inercare 
or diminish its testimony. To incur these penantic-, 
this must be done knowingly and designediy. 

“if any man shall add unto these things, God sia!) 
add unto him the plagnes that are writien in this 
book.” The plagues here particularly alluded to, sre 
mentioned in the 16th chapter of the book, all of wiich 
apply to temporal events, us allowed by the best con:- 
mentators, 

“If apy man shall take away—Ged shall take awzy 
his part out of the book of life, and out of the holy city, 
and from the things written in this book.” 

Book of life. This is a Jewish idiom, signi‘ying, as 
urged in the New Testament, an enrolment of true be- 
lievers in Jesus Christ. Jt is not supposed that the Dei- 
ty keeps a literal book, or cnrolment of the names of 
believers ; only that he knows or acknowledges them as 
such. When a person becomes a true believer, he is 
known and treated as such. When he apostatizes, he 
is disenrolied and treated asan unbclicrer. Some per- 
sons even never, in the book of life, that is, were never 
believers in Christ. Rev. xvii. 8. And some persons 
may have their names blotted out. Rey. iii. 5. 

He, therefore, that shall knowingly and designedly 
diminish the testimony of Jesus Christ, shall be disown- 
ed as his disciple, his name shall not be enrolled among his 
followers, and therefore cannot share in their reward. 
“God shall take away his part out of the holy city.”— 
Holy city. This city is discribed in the preceding 
chapter, 2ist. What does this city signify? See chap- 
ter xxi. 9,10; **And there came unto me one of the 
seven angels, which had the seven vials full of the sev- 
en last plagues, and talked with me, saying, come hith- 
er; I will shew thee the bride, the Lamb’s wife. And 
he carried me away in the spirit to a great and high 
mountain, and shewed me that great city, the holy Je 
rusalem, descending out of heaven from God.” Here 
observe, that John was carried away to sce the BRIDE, 
the LAMB’S WIFE, and be was shown in answer, that 
great city, the holy Jerusalem. ‘The holy city is the 
bride, the Lamb’s wife. The bride, the Lamb’s wife, 
is the church of Christ, or all those true believers who 
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overcome and shall inherit all things. The moLy ciry, 
therefore, means the church of Christ in its triumphant 
state. The various materials and ornaments of this city, 
represent the graces, virtues, and glory of Christ’s 
church, in its redeemed state. Eph. v. 25, 26, 27. 

That this is not a foreign or forced interpretation, is 
evident from many other similar representations of the 
ghurch of Christ, in the New ‘Testament. It is called 
a city, a temple, an house, a building, an habitation. 
See Mat. v.14. Eph. ii. 20, 21, 22. 1 Cor. iii. 9. 
Heb. iii. 6. 

He therefore, who shall diminish the testimony of 
Jecus Christ, shall have his part taken out of the church, 
that is, its honors, blessings, and rewards. What these 
are, we are informed in Thes. xx. 4, 5, 6. xxi. 7. 
fiose who diminish the word of God, will lose this 
happy reward. It is also added that God shall take 
away his part from the “things which are written in 
this book.’? ‘This doubtless refers to the peculiar pro- 
mises to believers, or overcomers. He shall have no 
these rewards, What these rewards are, we 
have just seen. Those who follow Christ through this 
world, and overcome its temptations, trials, and perse- 
cutions, shal] share in the first resurrection, and not be 
hurt of the second death. They are called FIRST 
eRrviTs, and are therefore first to enjoy the blessings of 
Christ’s kingdom. First fruits always imply, that 
there will be an after general barvest; and a FiRST re- 
surrection certainly implies that there will be a sEcoNnD. 
Who then shall share in the second resurrection, and 
compose the after general harvest? Will it not be 
those, who lost their part in the first resurrection? and 
who were not redeemed as E1st fruits unto God ? 

The salvation of the human race is a progressive 
work. .All may not expect to arrive at this happy des- 
tiny at one and the same time ; or, by the same process. 
Some are brought in at one period, and some at another. 
Jesus Christ is exalted to bring every knee to bow, and 
every tongue to confess that he is Lord, to the glory of 
God the Father. Phil. ii. 9,10, 11. He will not re- 
ign his mediatorial kingdom, until all things shall be 
subdued to him, death, the last enemy, is destroyed, 
and God shall be ALL IN ALL. 1 Cor. xv. 24—28. 

The progressive and universal redemption of man- 
Ile saw 


part in 


kind, is clearly pointed out by the Revelator. 


in his vision, an hundred and forty-four thousand who | 


were redeemed from the earth. These were FIRST 
FRviTS unto God, and to the Lamb. They sunga 
song which was peculiar to themselves, to those who 
follow the Lamb through this world. He then saw an 
innumerable multitude, and every creature in heaven, 
on earth, onder the earth, such as are in the sea, and 
ail that are in them, praising God and the Lamb forev- 
erandever. Rev. xi. 1, 2, 3,4—v. 11, 12. 
' J. WH**, 
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Bo the Rev. Mr. Davis, (South Reading, Mass.) 


Dear sir,—Permit an inquirer to state some queries, 
respecting certain sentiments recently advanced by you 
in a sermon, from Rom. v. 6, *‘For when we were yet 
without strength, in due time, Christ died for the un- 
godly.» In the course of your remarks, you stated 
that the human family were utterly without strength ; 
and that this deficiency in point of strength, was a MIS- 
FORTUNE, or an infirmity to which every man is sub- 
ject. This weakness, | understood you to say, consti- 
tutes an indisposition to fulfil the law of God ; and that 
this indisposition is the source of guilt. In proof of this 
idea you brought forward the following simile. ‘*Sup- 
pose # person, charged with theft, to be brought before 
a court of judicature, and to be found guilty, by his 
own confession ; to what purpose would it be for him, 
to plead that he inherited a disposition to theft, so for- 
cible that it was out of his power to resist temptation ?” 





You then observe, “this plea would, certainly, make 
him appear more guilty than he would otherwise have 
been.”? Permit me to observe, sir, that a man, who; 
would make this plea in sincerity, must be a nov-com- | 
pos mentis; and any human judge or jury would, cer- 
tainly acquit him of crime. I should like, however, to 
know what argument you calculated to raise on these 
premises. If you intend to establish, by this, the guilt 
of the sinner, I will give you another parable, to illus- 
trate the doctrine of original sin, by which, I humbly 
congeive, we shall more easily discover its natural ten- 
dency. Some four or five thousand years ago, there 
existed a mon who possessed property to the amount of 
a million of dollars, This property he kept entire, until 
he put it into the hands of amother person. ‘To this 
person le gave, with the property, a strict injunction 
to keep it entire and to transmit It to bis posterity.— 
This man was constituted a head; and representative of 
all that were to follow, without their consent, or even 
their knowledge. This’ representative expended all 
the property thus entructed to his care; thereby ren- 
dering his posterity poor and miserable ; without even 








A SUSPICIOUS, UNCHARITABLE SPiRIT. 


A suspicious, uncharitable spirit, is not only incon- 
sistent with all social virtue and happitiess, but is in it- 
self unreasonable, and unjust. In order to form sound 
opinions of the characters and actions of others, two 
things are requisite ; information and impartiality. But 


| those who are most forward to decide unfavorably, are 


generally destitute of both; and, instead of possessing, 
or even requiring full and just information, the grounde 
on which they proceed are the most light and frivolous, 
A tale perhaps, which the idle have invented, the inquisi- 
tive have listened to, and the credulous bave propagat- 
ed ; or perhaps a real incident, which, conveyed by ru- 
mor, has been exagerated and disguised, furnisbes them, 
with materials of confident assertion, and decisive judg- 
ment, which are the natural productions of their malig- 
nant dispositions. Prompted by some motive, un- 
knowu to themselves; which supposed motive they 
conclude to be the ruling principle, they pronounce at 
once, concerning the whole character. But nothing 
can be more contrary to equity and reason, than this 
precipitate judgment. No single instance of conduct 





a disposition or means to become otherwise. Now, eir, 
you and J, are two of the man’s descendants; to whom | 
shal] we ascribe the fault? and who shall be punished | 
for the wretchedness we endure? Our ancestor has 
deprived us of our property ; and not only of that, but 
also of dispositions and of means to make it good. As 
we have never enjoyed its possession, are we under any | 
obligations for its benefits? As it was wasted without 
our consent, are we guilty of its destruction? Here is 
a plain statement ; a plain answer will decide its mer- 


| whatever, is sufficient to determine on the general char- 


acter of any person. From one worthy action, it would 
be credulity, to suppose a person free from ail vice ; and 
from one which is censurable, it would be unjust to in- 
fer that the author of it was incapable of performing a 
good deed. For if we were acquainted with all the at- 
tending circumstances, it might appear in an excusea- 
ble light; nay, perhaps justifiable; for his motives 


| might have been entirely different, from those which we 


have ascribed to him; and where we think him im- 





itsin a moment. You then brought forward these pas- 


sages, ‘‘No man can come unto me except the Father, | 


who hath sent me, draw him.”’ And “ye will not come | 
unto me that ye might have life.” 

I think, sir, without a doubt, that, according to your 
observation ‘‘these passages are in accordance, each 
with the other, and that the cANNorT is involved in the 
wit noT.”? For no man can, voluntarily, perform an 
act unless he has a disposition so to do. But, sir, per- 
mit me to ask you, whence arises this lack of disposi- 
tion? You say, ‘It exists in us, it came into the world 
with us? LTask you then, are we accountable for its 
existence? Are we guilty, because some one has inflict- 
ed evilupon us? If under necessity, are we accoun- 
table for that, whieh necessity compels us todo? If 
we can claim no merit, for what the spirit of God per- 
forms by us, how then can guilt be imputed to us, for 
the disposition entailed on us by our progenitors ? 

‘““Again,”? you say, “the law of God denounces, a- 
gainst the transgressor, the death of the body, and eter- 
na! punishment hereafter.” Asevery map who advan- 
ces a sentiment in public, should hold himself accoun- 
table to make it Goon to the public, I presume you 
wil] not take it amis, to be requested to point out that 
part of the sacred volume, where this law of God may 
be found. And supposing you should point out this 
law, be so good as to inform us, how it is possible that 


pelled by a bad design, he may have been incited by a 
conscientious, though mistaken principle. But admit- 
tig the action to have been in every point of view 
criminal, he might have been hurried into it through in- 
advertency ; and said or done that, of which he has 
since sincerely repented. The virtuous principle may 
now have regained its full vigor. This perhaps was the 
the effect of some infirmity, exposed to peculiar temp- 
tation, while the other avenues of his heart were firmly 
guarded by conscience and good principles. 

In judging of the conduct of others, it is evident, that 
no part of our dispositions deserve more attention, with 
respect to their proper government, than those unchar- 
itable prejudices, which shut the mind against the di¢- 
tates of candor and humanity. 
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NEWS EXPECTED! 


A respeetable clergyman has promised to transmit to 
me written proof, that the Devil is immortal !—To ad- 
duce clear and positive proof, of punishment in the im- 
mortal] state, for deeds done here in the body ; by terms, 
which are unequivocally applied in the scriptures to 
express such punishment, and this not in the legal dis- 
pensation, or *‘ministration of condemnation,” (which 





the death of one finite being, (for Christ let his charac- 
ter have been what it @ouid, could have died only as a 
finite being,) could have set aside this denunciation of 
an immutable God as it respects one being only ? 

Lastly, sir, from whence, and by what rule did you 
obtain the following sentence ? “For if they escaped 
not who refused him who spake on earth, if you refuse 
him who speaketh from heaven eternal punvishment must 
be your doom” If such a passage exists in the bible, 
it is easily found ; and it wil] do you credit to give it to 
the world; if not, | presume, sir, you need not be in- 
formed that misquotations and forced constructions, are 
sure indications of a disposition to support a weak and 
sinking cause! ‘These remarks are not made, sir, with 
a view to cavil; they originate in an inquiring mind; 
and are presented to you with a desire to see the beet 
arguments that can be deduced m support of the theo- 
ry you profess to teach. fir, yours reepectiully, 


he allows to be silent respecting future punishment,) 
but in the “‘gespel of our salvation, where we look fop, 
and think we have, eternal life! 

If you have the curiosity to see such proof exhibited 
to public inspection, please to insert this in your Maga- 


zine, and you shall bave the proof when it arrives. 
ie B*et*, 


—==— 








TO CORRESPONDENTS, Ke. 


Our Correspondent, whose remarks on ‘‘a suspicious, 
uncharitable temper,” are inserted in our paper of to- 
day—appears to have copied them almost literally, 
from one of the sermons of the Rev. Dr. Hugh Blair. 
They should, therefore, have been included in a quota- 
tion, or the author’s name affixed to them. 

We Have received a communication ftom ‘*Laithe,” 
headed ‘Ballou versus Ballou.” It will appear in our 
next. 

‘An Observer” is received, and is under considers: 
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Flow through the city of our God, to quench our raging 
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ADDRESS TO AN ATHEIST. 
O Atheist! could the dust of earth, 
Could atoms lawless hurld’d, 
Construct with order, out of chance, 
So harmoniz’d a world? 








Why then could not Arabia’s sands 
(The sport of ev’ry storm,) 

Create the wond’rous creature man, 
And lofty temples form? 


Presumptuous man !—behold thyself ; 
This little fabric scan ; 

And tell me, whence th’? immortal dust, 
The God, the biped man ? 


Where wert thou hid, when mighty earth 
From chaos burst its way ? 

When stars exulting, hymn’d the morn, 
And hail’d the new-born day ? 


A God there 1s, all natute cries, 

A God! the heavens reply ; 

Who moulded in his palm the world, 
And hung it in the sky! 


And man he made ;—with beauty clad: 
And health in ev’ry vein; 

With reason throned upon his brow, 
His wond'rous works to scan! JUSTITIA, 
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GOD IS LOVE. 

Thou great, eternal Majesty of Heaven, all hail! 

All hail! thou inexhaustable, eterna] source of light, 

Of life, of truth, of goodness, mercy, and of love! 

To Thee, our being, all our blessings in this present life; 

With hope, and blest assurance of eternal life beyond 
the grave; 

Where spring immortal joys, where full-grown pleas- 
ures, 

And unfading bliss, rear their delightful heads ; 

And springs of heav’nly light, proceeding from thy glo- 
rious throne, 


thirst, 
We owe to Thee! 


In love, didset thou create ; 
In love, O God! dost thou thy sons chastise ! 
When man became a rebel, ’gainst his God, 





No flaming sword, no stern decree, no bloody edict, | 
forth 

From the eternal throne proceeded through the world, 

With awful thuaders! and, with vengeful ire, 

Involving in eternal misery and death, 

The souls that thou hast made! 

In love, didst thou a sacrifice prepare : 

Connected, in thy great, eterna), infinite design, 

With man’s creation; with the knowledge of his pre- | 
sent sin; 

And, with thy fixed determination for his future good, 

In thine own mind; self moved, before the worlds were | 
made, 

Thou didst behold thy Son, a suff’rer on the cross! 


| 
| 
} 


{n Him thou didst include the human race; thy holy |the time they we 


law, 

For guilty man fulfilled, ‘the Lord, our righteousness,” 
became : 

And by him justified from all our sins, thou didst 

Receive us freely to thine arms, and hail us, sons! 

In love, thou gavest power to thy beloved Son, 

To rise in trinmph from the silent tomb; 

To burst in sunder, with gigantic strength, 

Death’s adamantine chains ; and trample under feet 


| ness in society: and such an one as should never cen- 





His hellish foes ! 


ne 
bay 


es 


\tions with themselves. With these facts, the Saviour 





In triumph, forth he led 
SATAN, acaptive prince ; and with him death and hell ! 
And all the host of enemies to God and man! 
Openly, to all the world, he showed them in their 
chains ; 
Then slew them with a conq’rer’s sword ; and thus he 
gave 
Life, liberty and freedom, to the worLv! 
In Jove, O God ! thou didst receive him to thyself: 
And, in receiving him, did open wide the portal gates 
Of heav’n; thy blest abode! 


And what thyself has open’d, none may shut. 
But make a glorious door of hope ; wide open still, 
Thou hast ordain’d they ever shall remain, 
Till all the human race, to thee return’d, 
Shall enter in—and there, receive those precious gifts, 
Which thou, for them in thy good pleasure, didst 
Bestow upon tly Son. 
in heaw’n, at length, all safe arrived, 
One universal! shout shall burst upon the ear, 
Shall rend the vaulted skies, and through the heav’nly 

world, 
Shall echo to eternity, the blessed truth, 
That “God is love !” J.F. 
SSS ee ne ———— 
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‘““Hfe who is without sin, let him cast the first stone.” 
Jouw vil. 8. 

It is a truth, to which common observation will at- 
test, and which experience will confirm, that every in- 
junction that is calculated either for reproof or instruc- 
tion, depends much upon the character of its author, 
both for its useFcLNESS and effect. The propriety and 
correctness of this langusge of our Saviour to those who 
had arraigned the unfortunate woman at the bar of jus- 
tice, cannot but be acknowledged by those, who are 
acquainted with the persons, who at this time acted as 
the guardians of public virtue, by draging to condem- 
nation an offending member of the community ;—and 
who are at all conversant with the dispositions of the 
human mind. Its usefulness and complete effect, were 
such, as might have been expected from the exalted 
character, who uttered the words ; and such as give us 
additional proof of his power, and canacity “speak as 
never man epake.”? The circumstance, which occa- 
sioned this remark, was one highly criminal in ite na- 
ture; and unquestionably one, which the complainants 
expected would excitein the mind of the Saviour, much 
wrath and indignation. From their ignorance of the 
genuine character of Jesus, arose this false, and mistak- 
en apprehension—of what would be his conduct upon 
this oceasiop. For it must be allowed that the crime, 
committed, was such as evinced a great degree of hu- 
man weakness, and one that produced great unhappi- 


gure and reproach !—Nor are we to conclude, because 
there was no positive denunciation of punishment, that, 
our Saviour, acted without judgment ; or wished, by his 
decision, to palliate a transaction, which is in direct op- 
position to the commands of Him, whose will and pur- 
pose, he came to execute. Todraw sucha conclusion, 
would not become us, as christians ; neither will it do 
to impeach the perfeetions of Him, who is the image of 
God; Him of whom the Father has said, **This is my 
beloved Son hear ye him.”” But what are we to learn 
from these words, as to their immediate application, at 
re uttered? and also, as to the usz 
which we may make of them to our instruction and 
moral improvement, If we, for a moment, glance at 
the characters of those, who wished to be fancied as 
the champions of moral virtue, we shall find that they 
were men, who were not remarkable for their attach- 
ment to, or in the exercise of every virtue; that their 
conduct did not, at all times, evince those honest traits 
of character, which would authorise them to judge, 
much jess, condemn one of like passions and imperfec- 


was well acquainted. Their hypocrisy appeared un- 
masked before him. He well knew, what manner of 
spirit they were of, and that the accused was young in 
the practice of vice, when compared to her accusers. 
We need not dwell long, in contemplating the situation, 
in which this rebuke placed them:—neither need we 
look further, for the proof of the application which they 
made of it, nor the conviction which it effected, than to 
their silent, guilty, and shameful re/reat, Would te 
God, that the efficacy of a Saviour’s voice, might ever 
attend these words—‘*He that is without sin let him 
cast the first stone.” 

From this transaction, a useful lesson of instruction 
may be learned ; and the impression which it is design- 
ed to produce, should be engraven on the minds; gov- 
ern all our conduct; and actuate us in all our inter- 
course with mankind—If, at any time, we should find a 
disposition in our minds, to judge, and condemn our 
neighbour; and feel anxious that justice, in all its rigor, 
should be administered—let the question arise; are we 
without sin? Are we not chargeable with many, and 
worse offences, than those which we desire to be severe- 
ly punished? Are we not accountable for more mise 
chief, and are we not the cause of greater suffering in 
society? Thete questions are not designed to oppose 
the punishment, which crime deserves, and which so- 
ciety demands, They are only designed to remove 
from the mind, that uncharitable spirit which is ever- 
more ready to condemn another, than to judge iis own 
honesty. If any principle of the human heart is wor- 
thy of contempt; it is that, which is ever oilicious about 
the concerns of another; which is more anxious for the 
righteousness of a neighbour—than concerned about the 
honesty of its own intentions, and the purity of its own 
conduct. The happy effects of a reformation, in the 
conduct of mankind, generally, will not be disputed, or 
denied ; and every attempt to improve the coudition oi 
man, by maging bim more virtuous, should receive the 
aid ofevery christian. But theory, however good, wil} 
be nothing without practice; either to the possessor 
himself, or to those who may hear his instructions. Vir- 
tue receives its highest sanction, and presents itrelf im 
its most engaging form, in the person who practices, as 
well as inculcales her precepts. From which it natur- 
ally follows; thattorender ourselves fit for the duty of 
reforming the vicious, We should practice the virtucs, 
we would inculcate. Noris this all; If, to the perfor. 
mance of one duty, we indulge in many vices, our ex- 
ample for good looses its force; instead of a benefit, we 


wre an injury to the cause we wish to establish. To 
measure with correctness the cxtent and chriminality 
another’s faults, may be desirable im mony cases; but 


that we are unable to do this, must he admitted.—- 
But to decide the question, whether all have not com- 
mitted more or less, requires not the philosonhy of a 
Newton,ora Franklin. We must ad! be sensible that we 
are inclined to error; and thst we have our favorite 
sins. There are not many cases, if any, where vice 
holds a universal dominion—neither on the other hand, 
are there any wholly virtuous—If the happy imdiyiduai 
could be found, whose Jife was but a transeript of virtoe 
and holiness, we should find it dificult to dispose of the 
declarations of the Almighty, when addressing the 
children of men in this Janguage, **There is none that 
doeth good—no, not one.’’ “All have sinned, and all 
have gone out of the way.” If then, we are constrain- 
ed to acknowledge, that in ai/ there is this propensity 
to vice ; if all are in a greater or Jess degree sinners ; 
it not highly proper; is it not amark of wisdom, befo 
we casta stone ata neighbor’s fault, to examine our 
selves, Whether we are withoutsin. If we observe one, 
who has fallen victim to a vice, which from its nature 
exposes him to the disgrace of society—Jet ue, rather 
then give ourselves too much anxiety about his escap- 
ing unpunished ; examine our own hearts; see to it 
that we are not guilty of crimes, which, if exposed, 
would stamp us with more disgrace, and, with tenfold 
fury hurl us to a deserved punishment: and in our en- 
deavors to reform another, Iet us turn some of our zeal 
to a subject, which may need it more; our own refor- 
mation, 

“Judge not, that ye be not judged,” is a command, 
issuing fromthe high court of heaven, bearing the sanc- 
tion of the most High, and should receive from mankind 
a just and serious attention, We should often reflect 
upon our own inability, either to do or judge correctly ; 
and should, with humble fear, and devout reflection re- 
member,that the same high authority has added, ‘twith 


Hs 





what measure ye mete, it shall be measured to you 
again.” T. 
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